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-DISCIPLINE OF TH 
Under this head, in some late com-| 
-gnications in the Boston Recorder, 
recommended for imsertion In that | 
paper by an Assoctation of Ministers) | 
principles are laid down quite in ace | 
sordance with those maintained by the || 
Church of Rome. The writer, in his jj 
irst number, attempted to show “that 
every Congregational Church, in com- |, 
munion with others, has derived power 
from Christ to maintain discipline, in 
such a sense that all its legitimate acts 
are the acts of Christ, and are ratified 
by him in heaven.” 

‘From these premises,’’ says he, in 
his second number, “ it irresistably fol- 
lows, that the acts of a Church, done 
by the highest judicatory which she 
acknowledges, are to be regarded by 
hcr owh members as the acts of Him 
who has said to her, Whatsoeve® thou 
shalt bind on earth shall be bound in hea- 
ven, and whatsoever thou shalt loose on 
earth shall be loosed in heaven.”? He 
proceeds: 

“In a Congregational Church, the 
major vote of the Church is that solemn 
and finakdecision in all cases of diffi- 
culty, Which Christ is supposed to ra- 
tify m heaven. The minority there- 
fore, if there be one, notwithstanding 
its dissent in judgment, is sacredly 
bound to acquiesce in such decision.— 
Suppose then, that one or more per- 
sons, after a due process of discipline, 
are cut off from a church; how are 
the individual brethren who dissent 
from this measure to treat them?’ I 
do not hesitate to say, in entire con- 
tormity to the act of the Church 
Their opinion in the case they may not 
be able to surrender; but _then, they | 
ought to recollect that fhey thems: es | 
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i; are fallible as well as their brethren, and 
that their covenant with the Church, 
that the high interests involved m the 
| maintenance of its discipline, together 
‘with the declaration of its divi: i Head 
that he will ratify its decisions, all re- 
quire a practical conformity at least to 
its solemn act. And should the dis- 
| senting brethren, on the re sponsit oility 
of their own opinion, still extend to 
the excommunicated persons the hand 
of fi llowship, they would break cove- 
nant with the Church; they would in 
effect, raise the standard of rebellion 
against it; they would treat its disci. 
pline with contempt; and what is 
worse, they would resist the ordinance 
lof Him who hath said, Whatsoever 
{thou shalt bind on earth shall be bound 
'in heaven, and whatsoever thou shalt 





| loose on earth shall be loosed in heaven. 


“The same,”’ continues this writer, 
“holds true with respect to the per- 
sons themselves who are under the cen- 
sure of the Church. They have been 
tried and condemned by a body which 
they voluntarily joined, by whose deci- 
sion they had solemnly pledged them- 
selves to abide. ‘They are convicted 
of having done injury to the Church, 
and they have fallen under its censure. 
They have been convicted of trans- 
gression, and they endure the punish- 
meut which is annexed to transgres- 
sion. Must they not, ought they not, 
to submit?) Has Christ given them 
the right, has common sense or any 
acknowled; sed usaye of the Church 
given them the nght, to break away 
by their own act from the discipline 
to which they are subjected, and to 
make themselves independent? This 
I pre sume will not be pretended.” 
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cisely what Luther, Cals 
dissenters from the Church of Rome 
and other corrupt bodies, have done, 
from the days of Luther to this time; 
and it is, moreover, what the very foun- 
ders of the writer's own church also 
did. The doctrine, therefore, main- 
tained by this writer, and recommend- 
ed to be published by an Association 
of New England Priests, prostrates all 
their own pretensions to being a true 
church, and is much better suited to 
the age before Luther and to the prin- 
ciples of the Mother Ciurch, than to 
any P:otestant community, or the light 
of the present day. 

The consequences to which such 
arrogant claims and assumptions must 
lead, if admitted, are more easily to be 
conceived than described. The funda- 
mental error lies in supposing their 
church (or indeed any other sect in 
this day) is a pure church, and that 
the officers of it are in the same con- 
dition as the Apostles. ‘Till this 1s 
proved to be the fact, in vain are such 
pretensions made, not to pronounce 
them blasphemy—for they are more 
like blasphemy than sober sense and 
reason. We happen to know some- 
thing of the piety of these Congrega- 
tional Churches in New England, hav- 
ing been brought up among them, and 
we have also read of their church acts 
and their major vote respecting whip- 
ping the Baptists, hanging the Qua- 
kers, and persecuting all who dissent- 
ed from them. Did Christ ratify and 
bind in heaven what they did here on 
earth on those occasions? Were the 
acts of the church among them at that 


time the acts of Christ, as the writer, 


we are noticing would maintain? It 
is well that mankind are not now in 
such mental darkness and ignorance as 
to be terrified by these high preten- 
sions, set up by men as unlike the 
Apostles and primitive Christians as 
Simon Magus was to Simon Peter. 
There are now in the city of New York 


hed 


hundred and one places for worship. 
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‘AL DOMESTIC MISSIONA 
RY SOCIETY”—acain. 

This subject continues to be urged 
forward with much zeal in the ia 
Recorder. A writer in that Paper of 
Feb. 17, says: 





“Tt has for several years, been my 
sincere and deep conviction, that such 
a Society is needed to meet the exi; 


xen- 


ces of our destitute settlements, and 
feeble congregations. There should 


be some efficient institution of nationa/ 
views and ample means, to which every 
destitute congregation, and every neigh. 
bourhood, that has not yet an organi. 
zed church, may look with confidence 
for assistance in their exertions to ob- 
tain the inestimable blessing of a 
preached gospel.’ 
tinues: 

“ Now I ask, Messrs. Editors, if a 
Society, having for its object the Stip- 
iply of the whole American Republic 
with the stated ministrations of the 
sanctuary, will not be able to make far 
more effectual appeals to our churches 
‘in behalf of Domestic Missions, than 
has ever yet been done? Without dry- 


The writer con- 














ing up or diminishing the other sources 
| of charity, 1s it too much to believe, 
\that here may flow another river of 
\ Christian benevolence, long, deep, aud 
iwide! Might not 2000 Auxiliary So- 
|cieties soon be put into active and per- 
|, manent operation? Could not 1500 
ministers easily be made life members 
by the contribution of 40 dollars each 
from the members of the respective cou- 
|gregations? [making from this source 
jalone the round sum of 60,000 dollars. } 
| Would not a considerable number ot 
efficient laymen contribute annually 
from 50 to 100 dollars each, to aug- 
ment the funds, and augment and ex- 
tend the operations of this great 5So- 
ciety? Would not its annual reports 
lsoon exhibit a splendid catalogue 0: 
vice-presidents, of life directors, of Gy- 
‘ing bequests, and rich donations? In 
a word, might not this Society, in re- 
gard to the extent of its funds and use 
‘fulness, at no very distant day,. £*' 
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ahead of every benevolent society in||tor of the United Presbyterian Con- 
the United States? I can see nothing || gregations of Hempstead and Haver- 
to prevent these calculations from be- straw, Rockland County, New York. 
ing carried into complete effect. It ‘The Editor of the Evangelical Wit- 
must readily be admi:ted by every |'ness, in his review of this book, says: 
christian philanthropist, that the object | &e We may assert without error, that 
is one of incalculable importance. Its ‘the great mass of the ungodly in the 
importance will magnify, the more! land, agree with the Methodists in op- 
closely it is contemplated. Nor can |) position to the Calvinistic tenets.”— 
it be questioned, that the American |! A vain; “If we ¢o not greatly mis- 
churches of the Presbyterian, Congre-' take, these [Armenia] errors lie at 
gational, and Dutch Reformed de- |) the root of the tree of vice which 
nominations, possess all the pecuniary \ bears so abundant a crop of immorali- 
means requisite for the successful pro ty, threat: ning ruin to every thing 
secution of this God-like undertaking. |\dcar to the hearts of the people of 
What then is needed to give existence || God.” 
and efficiency toa NATIONAL Domestic We shall only make one more quo- 
Missionary Society? Nothing I appre- tation from this Review, which is also 
hend, but unron and energy among |) written by a Presbyterian minister and 
the above mentioned denominations o Wa Moser of Arte, 
christians. Ifa few of those, whom a 

“f ; | «“ Mr. Pelton, as we shall see here- 
bountiful Providence has blessed with || ' 

after, thinks that no Methodist, who 


rs 
affluence, would come forward on this |) 

ee cE ‘understands, and acts upon the Metho- 
occasion, as they have nobly done on 


some others, and make, on condition dist cen can be saved.” 

that a National Society should be or- | We shall offer no remarks on the 
ganized during the year 1826, and {expression of such sentiments, as the 
located te , donations of 5,000, Preachers: in the Methodist connexion 
10,000, or 20,000 dollars eack, might are sufficiently waa tag and able to 
not the business be harmoniously and , defend themselves. W e hope however 
speedily aceomplished? Perhaps one | that this and other circumstances, will 
such donation as Boudinot [10,000 ' Serve to show the Methodists the _ 
dollars] or Withington made to the » ture of that union and amalgamation 
American Bible Society, would lay the |, "OW 8° highly recommended, and to 
foundation for a great missionary in- which they had began to listen by join- 
stitution: an institution whose benign | !"g associations, and making speeches 
operations would extend and spread, |)@t meetings composed and managed 


until they reach the day of millennial || principally by P resbyterians and Con- 
glory.” 'gregationalists. It requires but little 


What have not the friends to relj- |i Siscermment to see what would become 
gious freedom and liberty of conscience ‘of the Methodists and the free exercise 


to fear from the well concerted schemes | Of their religious opinions, if the Pres- 
and indefatigable exertions of a numer- byterians should obtain an ascendency 


> -. ooh “ 
ous body of learned and ambitious} *" pre canter and . - n ae 
clergy. the civil government as they please. 























EXUIBITION OF CLERICAL SEN- 
TIMENTS. 


A late number of the Fvangelical |) 


Witness contains a Review of a book, 
entitled, *“ The Absurdities of Metho- 


dism,”” written by Samuel Pelton, Pas- 








(From the New York Nutional Advocate. 
CHURCH AND STATE. 

I observe it mentioned in the pro- 
ceedings of the Senate of this State, 
that a bill has passed that house * for 
compelling the attendance of witnesses 
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before ecclesiastical judicatories in cer- 
tain cases.’’ What are the precise ob- 
jects or particular provisions of this bill, 


or the * certain cases’’ in which eccle- 


siastical courts are to be clothed by 
statute law, with power over the per- 





' 


sonal liberty of witnesses, to compel | 


them to obey the orders, and submit | 


to the decrees of courts established by 
self-created societies or churches, I 
know not; but it is clear to my mind, 


that any statutary enactments, vesting | 





ecclesiastical courts with power over) 


the personal liberty of the people of 


this State is incompatible with the ge- 
nius of our government, unauthorized 
by our State constitution, and incon- 


sistent with its express provisions, and | 
savours much of an incipient union of | 


Church and State. 


That the Legislature have no con- 
stitutional right to enact a law to esta- 


' 





blish “ Ecclesiastical Judicatories,”’ and | 
to compel the people of this State, by | 


pais and penalties, to submit to their 
jurisdiction and their mandates, is a 
truth which will not be denied by any 
one who 1s acquainted with the provi- 
sious of ovr constitution, and knows 


. ° | 
the source and extent of legislative au- 


thority. If they have not the right to 
y ; 5 


enact a law expressly for the purpose of | 


establishing F-cclesiastical Courts, and 


coercively subjecting the people to| 
their jurisdiction and their mandates, | 


i 
‘ 
| 
| 
} 


they have not the right to pass any 
law which, in its operation, shall effict 
the same purpose. What essential dif- 
ference, as it respects the nghts and 


' 
; 








liberties of the people, is there between | 


a law establishing Ecclesiastical Courts, | 
and a law vesting them, when establish- | 
ed by individuals, a church, or other} 


self-created society, with coercive pow- 
er over the property or personal liberty 
of the citizens of this State?) Does not 


a law, passed to compel the attendance | 
of witnesses before Ecclesiastical Judi-! 


catories,” which are established by 
church authority, recognize, sanction, 
support, and thus establish by law, Ec 
clesiastical Courts, which are unknown 


‘ 


‘witness to answrer. 





’ ™ AY” SOR 
to our State constitution, as effectually 


as if a law was passed expressly tor their 
establishment ? If the people are co. 
ercively subjected by /azw to the juris. 
diction and commands of those “ Fc. 
clesiastical Judicatories,”’ are not those 
spiritual tribunals thus recognized, sup. 
ported, and hence as effectually establish. 
ed by law, as if a law was enacted ex. 
pressly for that purpose ? 

But let us see where a statute law 
“‘ compelling the attendance of witness- 
es before Ecclesiastical Judicatories’* 
would lead, and how in its operation it 
would tend to impair the liberties of 
the people. Such a law would be nu- 
gatory, unless it also gave the power to 
compel the witness to be sevorn; and 
both those provisions would be useless 
unless a third was added to od/ige the 
Nor would it do 
to stop here; for if the witness should 
refuse to attend, should object to be 
sworn, or would not answer, this “ Ec- 
clesiastical Judicatory’’ must next be 
clothed with statutary power to inflict 
punishment on the delinquent for his re- 
tractory conduct, or all the preceding 
provisions would be of no avail; for 
they cannot be compelled mm either case, 
unless they can be punished for dis- 
obedience of the mandates of these self- 
created spiritual tribuna!s. 

But the delinquent who is to be 
tried by the said “ Ecclesiastical Jud: 
catories,” where is he?) And the par- 
ties to the suit pending before the sarc 
Courts, where are they?) They ought 
also to be compelled to attend and obey 
the commands of these spiritual author- 
ities, or be punis hed for coniempl af cout, 
for not submitting themselves to their 
order, or the law to compel the attend: 
ance of witnesses would be valueless. 

Next comes a law to compel the at- 
tendance of delinquents charged w't!. 
offences against the church, and also the 
parties actively engaged in religious 
contentions or church broils. But a 
law of that description would amount 
to nothing, unless it subjected the de- 
linquents to be tried by these self-cre 
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ated spiritual judicatories, and to be||sibly both, in pursuance of their sen- 


punished for disobeying their process 
or commands. But even such a law 
would avail nothing, unless it conceded 
to these “* Ecclesiastical Judicatories”’ 
the right and the power to take cog- 
nizance of offences against the rules, 
creeds and discipline of the church, and 
to punish the offenders against cither. 
‘There is as much propriety, as great 
necessity, and as good a right im the 
legislature to enact laws for all these 
purposes, as to compel the attendance 
of witnesses, and subject them to be 
punished for disobeying the process or 
commands of “ Ecclesiastical Judica- 
tories,” established by self-created re- 
ligions. Well, let the legislature make 
a law to punish the parties and wit- 
nesses for disobeying the process and 
commands of these “ spiritual courts,”’ 
and see how it would operate. 
must they be punished? By excom- 
munication? ‘They may not perhaps 
belong to the church, against the ‘* Ec- 
clesiastical Judicatories,’’ 
and discipline of which they may have 
offended. And if they should happen 
to belong to that particular church or 
society, they already in common with 
all other self-created societies, possess 
the power to expel or excommunicate 
any refractory member, and therefore 
stand in no need of the strong arm of 
political power for that purpose. But 
it seems that more than this is required. 
A bill has passed the Senate “ to com- 
pel the attendance of witnesses before 
Ecclesiastical Judicatories,’’? by means 
which those self-created tribunals do 
hot now possess, nor can obtain with- 
out the aid of secular authority.— 
What those means are, not having seen 
the bill, I cannot exactly state: fine or 
imprisonment probably, and perhaps 
both. If so, then what can prevent citi- 
zens from being arrested and brought 
up before Ecclesiastical Courts, on a 
charge of disobeying their process or 
commands—tried by a religious Inqui- 
sition, aud fined or imprisoned, or pos- 





of Church and State? 








rules, creeds |) 
‘which are adverse to that holy spirit 





tence ? 

Are the people of the State of New 
York prepared for such a course of 
measures,—such a state of things? 
Are they willing to enact a law vest- 
ing in the Church coercive power over 
the property and personal liberties of 
the citizens of this State? Are they 
prepared to establish by law, Ecclesias- 
tical Courts, by giving power to those 


jalready organized by self-created reli- 
|gious societies? Are they willing to 
‘become legally bound to submit to Ec- 
_clesiastical Inquisitions, countenanced 


and supported by law? Are they pre- 
pared for such a union of the powers 
Are they wil- 
ling to be “deprived of their property 
or their liberty”? without the interven- 


tion of a Grand Jury, or the judgment 
How 


of their peers? In short, can they be 
reconciled to the establishment, even 


‘indirectly, of Ecclesiastical tribunals, 
‘which are unauthorized by our Con- 


stitution, unknown to our laws, and 


of freedom infused into, and animating 
the whole body of our political insti- 
tutions. 

If this community is not yet pre- 
pared for such a course of measures, 
and such a train of consequences, let 
them look after the bill which has pass- 
ed the Senate, and which forms the 
subject of these remarks. Let them 
not allow it to pass both houses of the 
legislature sub silentio. Let them ascer- 
tain its real objects—its particular pro- 
visions—its probable effects—and how 
far it is consistent with the constitu- 
tion, laws and liberties of the people 
of this State. Let them look after 
their representatives, to know if they 
confine themselves to the legitimate 
objects of their trust and authority, 
viz. the management of the political and 
not the religious concerns of their con- 
stituents, leaving the Church and its 
“« Ecclesiastical Judicatories’’ to “ ma- 
nage their own affairs in their own 





iway.”” For it is a truth, recorded in 
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almost every chapter of the history of ||terwards heaped on them, be induceg 
man, of nations, and of governments, ||to sanction a proceeding which they 
that the liberties, morals, or happiness || knew, if crowned with success, would 
of mankind, were never essentially be- || bring their fellow creatures into a state 
nefitted by a fellowship or “ holy al- || of thraldom; well assured that one ac: 
liance”’ of Church and State powers. |jof tyranny, if gratified, proves as a 
Reason, philosophy, and experience, || stepping stone to another of a littl 
bear concurrent testimony, that the |/ higher grade. The petition | am here 
most effectual means to prevent a train || hinting at, ts a kind that smells ver, 
of evils, is to destroy or counteract the |} strong. It holds out to public antici. 
incipient causes by which they would || pation the establishment of missiona. 
be produced. And the most certain |) mes [with handsome salaries no dour} 
and sure way for the people to preserve || on the line of the canal, at such places 
their religious and political liberties, is || as the boats will be most likely to stop 
to keep a watchful and scrutinizing || over the Sabbath. ‘These missionaries 
eye on those sources from whence the |/ are to preach to the boatmen, and 
rights of man have been assailed and || every time they do so they are also to 
wrested from him, and foil the first || distribute tracts for the perusal of the 
step to a union of Church and State— || crews during the remainder of the day, 
a combination which has always been|| This is christianizing with a double 
placed in hostile array against the liber-|j vengeance. Surely our legislature cap- 
ties of mankind, and has never left the || not be so ignorant and superstitious as 
holy ark of his religious liberties un-|| to take the least notice of such unhal- 
profaned, nor the sacred temple of his || lowed, seven-headed and ten-horned 
political freedom uupoluted. petitions. It is to be hoped, that in- 

[We are informed by a New York paper stead of being doomed even to lay on 
of March 14, that the Bill relative to com- || the table they will be cast immediately 


pelling witnesses to attend Ecclesiastical | under it.”’ 
Courts, was lost in the House of Repre- 








sentatives by a large vote—so that the For the Reformer. 
priesthood in the State of New York are Mr. Edi Yy — 
once more defeated in their attempts to * Sdver-— sour number for Jan- 
bend the Legislature to their views and|| Vary Contains an article from the Bos- 


obtain a portion of temporal authority.] || ton Patriot, entitled ** Sunday Police,” 
the object of which is to oppose the 
Extract of a letter from Monroe county, || Sabbath, both as a civil and religious 
CN. Y.) dated Jan. 23, 1826. ‘institution As this is a practical sub- 
* The closing of the Canal on *Sun-!| ject, and one of much importance to 
days’ it appears is still in contempla-|| every community, as well as to the 
tion by the adherents to * Sunday Po-|| cause of piety and religion; and as you 
lice.’ A petition was a few weeks// have been so liberal as to invite a reply 
since got up at Lyons, by the Presby-'| from any one who entertains sentiments 
terian priest of that place,—and after | different from those advanced in that 
sermon read to his congregation. As | article, | have thought proper to send 
soon as read he requested the people! you the following view of it, hoping 
to sign it, and it appears that many |} that you will give it a place in your 
who had not independence enough to'|} columns. 
resist the solicitation or bear the re-|} It is not the object of the present 
proach of ¢ Infidel,’ attached their sig- | effort to follow the writer of the “ Sun- 
natures to this instrument; others felt | day Police’’ through all his details, and 
the responsibility so powerfully that |expose every false principle which he 
they could not, although in anticipa- | advances; but before entering upon the 
tion of all the bad names that were af-| merits of the subject, a few remarks 
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must be made on his preliminary max- | 
ims. ici 

It is presumed that every christian 
will unite with him in saying that 
“true piety is retired, modest, and dif- 
fident of itself;’’ but, that ** that piety 
is always to be suspected which mani- 
fests an ardent, or (as some would term 
it) an officious zeal about the spiritual 
concerns of others,”’ is a position which 
[ presume the author himself upon due 
reflection would scarcely admit. For 
a deep and lively interest both in the 
temporal and spiritual welfare of our 
fellow men is perfectly consistent with | 
the best principles of our nature, and 
evidently enjoined in the command giv- 
en us in the Gospel, to love our neigh- 
bour as ourselves. That zeal which 
consists in cCensoriousness, and a desire 
to render ourselves famous for piety 
and liberality at the expense of others, 
is certainly to be condemned: but that 
zeal which consists in an ardent desire 
and a vigorous effort to instill the true 
spirit of the gospel into the minds of 
our fellow men, is perfectly consistent 


| 
| 


good order in society. Of this kind 
is the following, — Though God re- 
quires ef every man obedience to his 
will, he has not given to any one au- 
thority to enforce such obedience on 
others.” Does the writer here mean 
to say that government is not of God ? 


Or that the powers which be are not 


ordained of God? Has not the Al- 
mighty made it the duty of magistrates 
to enforce the observance of such of 
his laws as are essential to the good 
order of society * If he has, it will 
then follow, that if the observance of 
the Sabbath is essential to the good 
order of society, it 1s the duty of every 
magistrate to enforce it; and the Sab- 
bath breaker when punished has no 
more right to cry out persecution, than 
the murderer or highway robber. 

The remark which shall be made at 
present on the Sabbath as a moral in- 
stitution, is, that no community has 
ever been able to subsist long in a state 
of civilization without it. Search 
through the annals of history from the 
creation to the present day, and point 





with the deepest humility, and the 
greatest modesty; and is essentially 
connected with true piety. This zeal 
makes a very prominent feature in the 
character of our Saviour and his apos- 
tles. 


Again, the position that “ religion 


is a thing exclusively between a man | 


and his Maker,” is not only erroneous | 
but subversive of all religion. Man is | 
a social being in relation to his reli- 
gious feelings as well as to any other 
class; and where real piety exists in 
the heart it wa// exhibit itself in words; 
for “ out of the abundance of the heart 
the mouth speaketh.” 

Every man possessing the true prin- 


ciples of the gospel will also unite with }) 


the writer in opposing every thing 
bearing the semblance of persecution 
or tending in the least to infringe the 
rights of conscience; but at the same 
time he will avoid the opposite ex- 
treme, and reject such sentiments as 


us to the nation in which peace and 
iberty and religion have flourished 
jwithout the Sabbath. Such a nation 
‘is not to be found. France, it is true, 
tried the experiment a few years ago, 
and the resulc stands as a monument 
‘of her folly, and a warning to others. 
That the religious observance of the 
| Sabbath is morally binding upon all 
‘men in every age, is manifest from the 
| following considerations: 

1. The great end for which man 
was created is to worship and glorify 


—— 


| *® Only admit the principle that it is the 
‘duty of magistrates to enforce obedience 
‘to what the clergy shall call the laws of 
the Ahnighty, and essential to the good or- 
der of society, and there is nothing further 
wanting to drag to prison or lead to the 
stake, (supposed violators of God’s laws 
and the good order of society.) Upon this 
broad and indefinite ground all who have 
been put to death as heretics in every age 
of the world, have suffered. The writer, 
therefore, appears to have been unfortu- 
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tend to subvert all goverrment and 








nate in his treatment of this part of the 
subject. —L£d. 
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his Creator; and this end is best attain- 


ed by setting apart some portion of his | 


time to that special purpose. In con- 
firmation of this remark we appeal to 
facts, and inquire who are the most 
pious, devout, and holy men,—those 
who keep the Sabbath or those who 
do not? The answer is obvious to all 





2. By reference to the 2nd chapter 
of Genesis, we find that when God 
finished the work of creation he rested 
on the seventh day, and blessed it, and 
sanctified it. But to sanctify any thing 
is to set it apart to a holy use. God 
therefore, from the beginning, has set 
apart one day in seven to be kept holy, 
and all men are bound to keep it holy 
until he declares it common. The si- 


——— 





lence of the Scriptures on the subject | 


of the Sabbath from the time of Adam | 
until that of Moses, no more proves 
that the patriarchs did not observe it, 
than their silence on the same subject 
from the time of Moses until that of 
David, proves that the Israelites did 
not observe it during that period.— 
Moreover, when the Sabbath is first 
introduced into the history of the ctul-. | 
dren of Israel, it is not mentioned as a/| 
new institution, but as one with which 
they were familiarly acquainted ; and 
we are informed in Exodus xvi. 23, 
that it was observed by them previous 
to the promulgation of the law from 
Mount Sinai 

3. The location of the command to 
observe the Sabbath in the moral law, 
plainly shows that there is something 
in it of a moral nature; for it is not 
reasonable to suppose that a precept 
purely ceremonial would be thus sepa- 
rated from the other ceremonial laws 
and engraved upon two tables of stone, 
with the finger of God, in the midst 
of nine other precepts confessedly mo- 
ral. That part of the command which 
relates to the particular day of the 
week to be observed, is acknowledged 
to be ceremonial; but the substance 
of it could not have been, because it 
was given to Adam in his state of in- 
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to be either a type of Christ or a mark 
of ceremonial distinction. 

These considerations sufficiently show 
the obligation to observe the Sabbath 
to be moral and perpetually binding. 
That the first day of the week should 
be observed in preference to the sey. 
enth, must next be established. The 
arguments in favour of it are the fol. 
lowing : 

1. As the seventh day from the cre. 
ation was the first day of Adam’s life, 
he probably began the computation of 
his time from that day: hence he and 
all his posterity until the time of Mo. 
ses, most probably observed the first 
day of the week as the Sabbath. This 
opinion is rendered very probable by 
the fact, that the eastern heathen na- 
tions have fromm time immemorial ce- 
dicated the first day of the week to 
the worship of their principal duty, 
which they would not have uniform. 
ly done if they had not, previously to 
‘their apostacy from Jehovah, been ac- 
customed to worship him on that cay. 
It is then probable that when the Is- 
raelites came out of Egypt tie Sab- 
bath was changed from the first day 
of the week to the seventh, to distin- 
guish them from the idolatrous nations, 
as well as to commemorate their deliv- 
erance from Egyptian bondage. Ac- 
cording to this opinion there was no 
necessity for a command in the New 
Testament to observe the first day of 
the week, for after the abolition of the 
Jewish dispensation, the Sabbath would 
naturally return to the first day. 

2. The only two days of the week 
mentioned in the New Testament, are 
the seventh and the first. The former 
was invariably observed by our Saviour 
and his apostles previous to his resur- 
rection; but afterwards every instance 
recorded of a christian assembly met 
for religious worship, was upon the 


jfirst day of the week. Our Saviour 


also distinguished this day not only by 
his resurrection, but also by his repeat- 
ed visits to his disciples, and by the 








nocence, when it was impossible for it 


| gift of the Holy Ghost. 
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also emphatically called the Lord’s, 


dav in Rev. i. 10. 

3 The Scriptures give us good rea- 
son to believe that the aposiles and 
early christians observed the first day 
of the week. 

In Acts xx. 7, we have these words, 
« And upon the first day of the week 
when the disciples came together to 
break bread, Paul preached unto them 
ready to depart on the morrow.”” The 
assembling upon the first day of the 
week is here mentioned, not as a spe- 
cial occurrence, but as a thing that 
was customary 

That the churches of Gallatia and 
Corinth were accustomed to assemble 
upon the first day of the week for re- 
ligious worship, may be inferred from 
1 Cor. xvi. 1, 2, where the apostle 
gives them directions to make collec- 
tions on that day for charitable pur- 
poses. 

4. The writings of the fathers show 
beyond all doubt, that the early chris- 
tians observed the first day. 

Barnabas, who lived in the first cen- 
tury, after proving that the Jewish 
sabbath was abolished, concludes by 
sayuig, “we therefore keep tie eighth 
day with joy on which Jesus arose from 
the dead ”’ 

Dyonysius, bishop of Corinth, in the 
same century, writing to Clemens Ro- 
manus, says, * This being the Lord’s 
day we keep it holy.” 

Ignatious says, * Let us no longer 
sabbatize but keep the Lord’s day.”’ 

Chemens Alexandrinus calls it the 
chief of days, and says also that “a 
true christian according to the com- 
mands of the Gospel observes the 
Lord’s day by casting out all evil 
thoughts and entertaining profitable 
ones, glorifying the resurrection of the 
Lord thereby ” 

The quotations made by the author 
of the “ Sunday Police” from Justin 
Martyr, when viewed in their proper 
light, proves nothing against the chris- 
tian sabbath; for that father is there 
speaking of the Jewish seventh day 
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sabbath, which all agree was abolished. 
This is evident from the connexion; 
for after charying Trypho with spend- 
ing one day in idleness, he exhorts him 
to keep the true and joyful sabbath of 
God. And in his first apology for the 
christian religion he bears the follow- 
ing testimony in favour of the Sabbath: 
“On the day that is called Sunday, all 
who are in health, whether in the city 
or country, assemble together in one 
place, the writings of the apostles or 
prophets are read,” &c. Then after 
mentioning particularly the exercises 
of the day, he adds, ‘* But we all as- 
semble upon Sunday; first, because it 
is the day on which God created the 
world; secondly, because Jesus Christ 
our Saviour on this day arose from the 
dead.’’ 

The reader who can take no delight 
in the exercises of the Sabbath here 
upon earth, is now requested solemnly 
to pause, and consider what will most 
probably be the employment of those 
blessed spirits, who shall enter the hea- 
verily rest. Will they be less holy than 
that which occupies the saiuts of God 
on the Sabbath here below? The Sab- 
bath here is only a shadow of the hea- 
venly rest; but will the substance fall 
short of the shadow? If we take no 
delight in the exercises of the Sabbath 
here on earth, is it probable that we 
will delight in those of the Sabbath 
above? If we are wearied with com- 
munion with God during the short 
space of one day, how can we expect 
to spend an eternity in his presence ? 
A Pivcaim. 
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{The moderation and candour manifest- 
ed by the writer of the foregoing commu- 
nication on the Sabbath, is commendable, 
and we cheerfully submit it to the consid- 
eration of our readers. We wish to take 
no responsibility on ourselves with respect 
to this subject, nor enter the lists of con- 
troversy—but having admitted into our 
columns the matter in dispute, and about 
which conscientious men differ in their 
opinions, we cannot with propriety refuse 
the request of a subscriber to insert the 
following extracts from the 6th and 7th 





inumbers of the Christian Baptist. The 
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E.ditor who wrote the pieces from pire 
these extracts are made, ts an able minis- 
ter of the Baptist persuasion, and as strict 
and firm an adherent to the New Testa-| 


| 


ment and its doctrines, as perhaps any |) 


other man on this continent. We are 
therefore in duty bound to hear, without 
prejudice, the reasons which he gives for 
his faith and sentiments. ] 


[From the Christian Buptist, No. 6.) 


“* Good has been often called evil, 
and evil good. 7ruth has been piously 
called error, and error truth. Pure re- 
ligion has frequently been called heresy, 
and heresy pure religion. Paul had to 
confess that he worshipped God in the 
way which the populars called heresy. 
So we frankly confess that some of our 
views have been by the populars called 
heretical and blasphemous. Because we 
save said that we Christians are not un- 
ier Moses but under Christ; not under 
the Law, as a rule of life, but under 
the Gospel; we are said to have spoken 
‘ blasphemous words against Moses and 
the Law.’ Because we have said that 
the Jewish Sabbath is no more, we are 
represented as without religion, pro- 
fane and impious. And because we 
have called much of what is called 
warm preaching, and warm feelings, 
and great revivals, enthusiasm, we are 
said to deny ‘experimental religion,’ 
or the influence of the Holy Spirit, by 
the word, upon the minds of believers. 
Yes, say our enemies, ‘ You deny the 
moral law, the Christian Sabbath,’ and 
‘experimental religion.’ 

“To the first of these charges, we 
shall, in the present address, call your 
attention, reserving the others for a fu- 
ture day. 

« The ‘ moral law,’ or decalogue, is 
usually plead as the rule of life to be- 
lievers m Christ; and it ts said that it 
ought to be preached ‘as a means of 
‘onviction of sin.’ The Scriptures ne- 
ver divide the law of Moses into moral, 
-eremonial, and judicial. ‘l’his is the 
work of schoolmen, who have also di- 
vided the invisible world into heaven, 
hell, and purgatory; who have divided 





the obedience of Christ into active. !! 








passive, and both; who have divided 
the kingdom of heaven, or christian 
kingdom, into clergy, ruling elders, 
and laity; and who have philosophized, 
allegorized, and mysticised christianity 
into an incomprehensible and ineffable 
jargon of christianized paganism and 
judaism. 

‘We published, seven years ago, a 
speech pronounced to an association on 
this subject, in which we objected to 
this division of the law. The sub. 
stance of which, if we recollect right, 
was this: We objected to this division 
of the law, first, because it was un. 
authorized by either the Old or New 
Testament, i. e. neither God by Moses, 
his Son Jesus Christ, nor his Apostles 
have ever made such a division. They 
always spake of the Law as one grand 
whole. *The Law was given by Moses, 
‘but the grace and the truth by Jesus 
Christ.” ‘Zhe Law and the prophets 
continued until John the Baptist’ Ye 
are not under the law, &c. &c. Here is 
no moral, ceremonial, or judicial law— 
but, the law. Secondly, because this 
division of the law perplexes the mind 
‘of a student of the Bible, who, while 
he meets the words, the law, is puv- 
zled to know which of the three is 
'meant; whereas if he would always 
view the phrase, the law, when not 
otherwise defined, as the one and un- 
divided law of Moses, he would never 
be perplexed. Because, in the third 
place, this division is illogical or incor- 
rect, as respects the moral and judicial 
laws. All writers and speakers we have 
either heard or seen, blend, in their ex- 
positions, moral and judicial precepts, 
making the latter as moral as the tor- 
mer. They have no palpable or dis- 
tinguishable criteria of distinction. Be- 
cause, in the fourth place, they repre- 
sent the ten commands as the moral law, 
whereas they tell us that the law con- 
tained two tables, the former teaching 
religion, or our duty to God; the se- 
cond teaching morality, or our duty to 
our neighbour. ‘This moral law then, 
is both moral and religious: for these 
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same divines distinguish religion and 
morahty. Inthe fifth place, because 
o:e precept of this moral law was as 
ceremonial as any item in their ceremo- 
nial law, viz the fourth commandment. 
For tuese reasons and others we object. 
ed then to this division of the law.— 
We have never heard any thing said, 
though much has been said on that 
subject, of the least weight to affect 
our views delivered at that time. 

« But without going further into 
the detail on this part of the subject, 
we proceed to observe that Moses, the 
great law-giver to the Jews, delivered 
this law as a rule of life to the Jews 
only; and it was all equally important 
to them, and binding upon them. It 
was all holy, just and good, as respect- 
ed its design; and was equally divine 
and authoritative. He that touched 
the ark died the death, as well as he 
who stole the golden wedge. He that 
offered strange fire upon the altar was 
consumed, as well as he that cursed his 
father He that gathered fuel on 
the Sabbath, and he that blasphemed 
the God of Israel were devoted to the 
same destruction. But the law of Mo- 


ses was given for a limited time. The} 


world was about 2500 years old before 
it was given; ‘for unti/ the law sin was 
in the world;’ and this law was design- 
ed only to continue till the promised 
seed should come—the great law-giver. 
Moses pointed Israel to this great law- 
giver. Malachi told the Jews to re- 
member this law until Elias should 
come. The Messiah said plainly ‘that 
the law and the prophets preached till 
John.’ But, * since that time, the king- 
dom of God was preached.’ Paul re- 
pcatedly affirms that Christians are not 
under the law, but under the Gospel, 
as a rule of life. In teaching the Jews 
he compared the law to a school mas- 
ter until Christ came—but since faith 
or Christ came, he assured them they 


were no longer under the school mas- || 








| done away,’ ‘it is abolished,’ ‘it is dis- 
\\ annulled.’ 

“« Moses had a brother of great dig 
jnity, of illustrious fame, whose name 
was Aaron. This brother of the law- 
giver was divinely ordained a high 
priest, and divine laws ordained con- 
cerning him and his successors. In 
process of time the son of Jesse was 
crowned king over Israel, under God, 
who still retained the sovereignty.— 
Concerning this David and his succes- 
sors divine laws were published. Israel 
were under Moses as a law-giver, under 
Aaron as high priest, under David as 
king. These three were types of Christ 
as law-giver, priest, and king. Now 
the populars and we agree in one grand 
point on this topic. They say that 
‘Jesus Christ is our only prophet, 
priest and king.’ To this we cordially 
land fully agree. Therefore we will not 
submit to Moses as our prophet or law- 
giver, to Aaron as our high priest, to 
| David as our king. If we would yield 
‘to Moses as our law-giver, we would 
yield to his brother Aaron as our high 
‘priest, and to the son of Jesse as our 
king. We honour Moses, Aaron, and 
David. We study their history, their 
offices, and their deeds. We revere 
them as Messiali’s types. We will treat 
them with every due respect—but will 
not put ourselves under them: while 
‘we acknowledge Jesus to be the great 
law-giver, the great prophet, the great 
high priest, David’s son, and David’s 
‘king. We are assured that every part 
of Moses’ law, worthy of our regard, 
has been republished and re-enacted, 
under more glorious circumstances, and 
with more illustrious sanctions by him; 
that every item of Aaron’s priesthood 
has been fulfilled by him; that every 
excellent trait in the character and go- 
vernment of David has been exhibited 
by him, free from imbecility and im- 
perfections. Messiah, thou art my on- 








ly prophet, priest, and king; for thou 
ter. He declared ‘they were delivered || art worthy! 


from the law,’ ‘ they were free from it,’ |} 
‘they were dead to it.’ He says, ‘it is 





“Then, say the populars, ¢ you have 
no moral law as a rule of life, no preach- 
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ing of the law as a means of conviction 
of sin; you may live as you list, your 
doctrine 1s licentious; it is antinomian, 
it is dangerous to morals, to piety, to 
all good.’ 

“‘ Blessed Jesus, art thou thus in- 
sulted by pretended friends! Are thy 
laws an inadequate rule of life? Guided 
by thy statutes, will our lives be licen- 
tious, our morals loose, ourselves aban- 
doned to all crime? Was Moses a more 
consummate law-giver than thou? Did 
his commandments more fully or more 
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\ daughter, nor thy man servant, nor thy 
| maid servant, nor thy cattle, nor the 
| stranger that is within thy gates Fo, 
in six days the Lord made heaven and 
earth, the sea and all that in them is 
and rested the seventh day, wherefore 
the Lord blessed the Sabbath day and 
hallowed it.’ You will observe that, 
in this command, God positively pro- 
hibits all manner of work or labour op 
this day. Son, daughter, servant, cat. 
tle, stranger, are commanded to he ex. 
empted from all manner of work. [py 





clearly exhibit the moral, the godly 
course of life, than thine? Were the 
sanctions of his law of more solemn 
import, of more restraining authority, 
than thy precepts? Is there no means 
of conviction of sin, of its evil and de- 
merit, in thy doctrine, manner of life, 
orin thy death? What argument, what 
inducement, to cease to do evil and to | 
learn to do well, in all the laws of Mo- 
ses, in all the statutes of Israel, in all 
the examples of patriarchs, saints, and 
martyrs, speaks such language, exhib- 
its such motives, conciliates such re- 
gard, denounces such vengeance, at- 
tracts so much reverence, inspires with 
so much awe, wins by so much good- 
ness, and reconciles with so much pow 
er as thy death? ‘That heart, O Lord, ' 
that feels not the force of this argu- 
ment, this omnipotent argument, to | 
cease to do evil and to learn to do well, | 
in vain will be assailed by moral suasion 
or by moral law.” 











(L’rom the Christian Baptist, No. 7.) 


«« The subject of our present address 
is the Sabbath day and the Lord’s day. 
E:ther Christians are bound to observe 
the Sabbath day, or they are not. If 
they are, let us see what the nature of 
that observance is, which was prescri- 
bed for the Sabbath day. The law 
reads thus: * Remember the Sabbath 
day to keep it holy. Six days shalt 
thou labour and do all thy work: the 
seventh day is the Sabbath of the Lord 
thy God: in it, thou shalt aot do any 


-—- 


oe = 


examining the particular precepts ori- 
ginating from this law, recorded in the 
Old Testament, we find the following 
specifications : 

“*T, *Ye shall kindle no fire through- 
out your habitations on the Sabbath 
day.’ Ex. xxxv. 3. 

“TI. «Abide ye every man in hi: 
place, (house or tent) let no man go 
out of his place (house or tent) on the 
Sabbath day.’ Ex. xvi. 29. 

“III. * He giveth you on the sixth 
day the bread of two days. Bake that 
which ye will bake this day; and seethe 
that ye will seethe, and that which re- 
‘maineth over, lay up for you to be kept 
until the morning.’ Ex. xvi. 20, 23. 

«TV. * Bear no burden on the Sab- 
bath day, nor bring it in by the gates 
of Jerusalem: neither carry forth a bur- 
den out of your houses on the Sabbath 
day.’ Jer. xvii. 21, 22. 

“V. *Not doing thine own ways, 
nor finding thine own pleasure, nor 
speaking thine own words.’ Isaiah, 
Ixii. 13. 

“VI. ‘From evening unto evening 
shall you celebrate your Sabbath.’ Lv. 
xxi. 32. 

«VII. * Whosoever doeth any work 
on the Sabbath day he shall surely be 
put to death. Every one that defileth 
it shall surely be put to death.’ Ex. 
xxx. 14, 15. 

“ ¢ And while the children of Israel 
were in the wilderness, they found a 
man that gathered sticks upon the 
Sabbath day. And they that found 

















work, thou, nor thy son, nor thv 





him gathering sticks brought him un- 
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-o Moses and Aaron, and unto all the 

ation. And they put him in 
pre. tr os it was not declared what 
should be done to him. And the Lord 
<aid unto Moses, the man shall be sure- 
ly put to death: all the congregation 


shall stone him with stones without | 


the camp. And all the congregation 
brought him without the camp, and 
stoned him with stones, and he died; 
as the Lord commanded Moses.’ Num. 
xv. 32—86. 

«‘ The above items are a few of ma- 
ny that might be selected out of the 
Old Testament on this subject. We 
believe them to be a fair specimen of 
the law given by Moses, as explained 
and enforced upon the nation of Israel. 

«« Now the question is, are we under 
this law? If we are, we pay little or 
no respect unto it. For who is there 
that does not habitually violate the rest 
enjoined on this day? Those who make 
the most ado about Sabbath breakers 
are themselves, according to the above 
law, worthy of death. They kindle fire 
in their houses. ‘They go out of their 
houses and travel on their cattle miles. 
Their sons and their daughters do some 
kind of work—they bring in burdens 
of water, wood, and prepare food.— 
They celebrate it not from evening to 
evening, but from morning to evening 
they violate it. ‘They speak their own 
words, and do many things worthy of 
death. Why then is not the penalty 
enforced ? Assuredly their observance 
of this law is mere mockery. It is an 
insult on the law-giver! 

“We know that some of the clergy 
have given (if not sold) them indul- 
gences to violate it. They have told 
them that certain ‘ works of necessity 
and mercy’ are allowable. 


But who 
told them so? They tell them they 


may prepare food, bring in fuel and 
water. But God forbade those under 
S ’ 

this law to do so. So far was he from 


countenancing such ‘ works of necessi- 
=) ° 
ty’ that he wrought ¢hree miracles to 


prevent the necessity of doing a work 
of necessity, 


He sent two days por- 





j, tion of manna from heaven the sixth 


day—he sent none the seventh—he 
|preserved that gathered on the sixth 
from putrefaction until the close of the 
seventh—all of which were special mi- 
racles, for the space of forty years. If 
he wrought three miracles to prevent 
an Israelite from crossing his threshold 
to gather up a little manna for his dai- 
ly food, how dare any give a dispensa- 
tion, in his name, to do that which is 
tenfold more laborious! ! ! 

“« Because the Saviour of the world 
put to silence those who accused him 
of breaking the Sabbath, by appealing 
to their own conduct in relieving an- 
mals in distress, this doctrine of ‘ works 
of necessity and mercy’ has been repre- 
sented as of divine origin. What a per- 
version! An argumentum ad hominem 
converted into a general maxim! But 
such a perversion shows consummate 
inattention to the laws of Israel. While 
Israel kept the law there never would 
occur an opportunity for a work of ne- 
cessity or of mercy, such as these law- 
givers tolerate. For while they kept 








the law, they should be blessed in their 
basket, stores, fields, houses, children, 
flocks, herds. No house would take 
fire, no ox would fall into a pit, &c. 
And if they transgressed the law, they 
should be cursed in all these respects; 
and no toleration of a violation of the 
law was granted, as a means of mitiga- 
ting the curse. 

“‘ Again, let me ask, was there eve: 
a law published relaxing that rigid ob- 
servance of rest enjoined upon the Sab- 
bath? Was there a law published, 
saying, you must or you may observe 
the Sabbath with less care, with less 
respect, you may now speak your own 
words, kindle fire in your houses, and 
prepare victuals, &c. &c. I say, was 
there ever such a law published? No, 
indeed. Either the law remains in all 
its force, to the utmost extent of its 
literal requirements, or it is passed 
away with the Jewish ceremonies. If 
it yet exist, let us observe it according 
tolaw. And if it does not exist, let 
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us abandon a mock observance of an- 
other day for it. 

“« But some say ‘it was changed from 
the seventh to the first day.” Where? 
when? and by whom? no man can tell. 
No, it never was changed, nor could 
it be, unless creation was to be gone 
through again; for the reason assign- 
ed must be changed, before the obser- 
vance, or respect to the reason, can be 
changed. It is all old wives’ fables to 
talk of the change of the Sabbath from 
the seventh to the first day. If it be 
changed, it was that august personage 
changed it, who changes times and 
laws ex offcio—I think his name is 
Doctor ANTICHRIST. 

“ But was not the Sabbath given to 
the Jews only? And again, was it not 
a SHADOW or TYPE? This deserves 
attention. 

“The preface to the law, of which 
it was a part, saith, ‘I am the Lord 
thy God which brought thee out of 
the land of Egypt, out of the house of 
bondage, therefore, remember the Sab- 
bath day,’ &c. The preface to this 
law, as the inscription or address upon 
a letter, ascertains whose property it 
was. It was the property of the Jews. 
But Moses tells them this, not leaving 
it to an inference, Deut. v. 15, * Re- 
member that thou wast a servant in the 
land of Egypt, and the Lord thy God 
brought thee out thence, through a 
mighty hand, and by a stretched out 
arm, therefore, the Lord thy God com- 
manded ture to keep the Sabbath 
day.’ Ezekiel says the same, or rather 
the Lord by the prophet saith, chap. 
xx. 12, * Moreover, also, 1 gave them 
my Sabbath to be a s1Gn between me 
and them.’ Yes, saith the Lord, by 
Moses, *‘ The Sabbath is a sicn_ be- 
tween me and the children of Israel 
forever.” Ex. xxxi. 17. It 1s worthy 
of note in this place, that of all the 
sins in the long black catalogue of sins 
specified against the Gentiles, in all 
the New Testament, the sin of Sabbath 
breaking is never once preferred against 
them! We conclude then that the Sab- 











bath day was as exclusively the Proper 
ty of the Jews as circumcision. 

“ But was it not a sHADOW and q 
type? Let us hear Paul. Let no may 
judge you (condemn you for not ob. 
serving ) in meats and drinks, (for eat. 
ing and drinking) or in respect of ap 
holy day, or of a new moon, or th, 
Sabbath, which ave 2 sHADOW of things 
to come, but the body is of Christ— 
or according to Macknight, the body j, 
Christ’s body. Paul then says it was » 
shadow. In the Epistle to the He 
brews, fourth chapter, he makes it and 
Cainaan types of ‘that rest which re. 
mained for the people of God.’ The 
Sabbath then was a shadow—a type 
given to the Jews only. Since begin. 
ning this article we noticed, for the 
first time, a very correct note of Dr, 
Macknight’s, the celebrated translato: 
of the Apostolic Epistles, which ex. 
presses our view of this matter. With 
many, we know, his views will be re- 
ceived with more readiness of mind 
than ours. He was, strange as it may 
appear, a dignitary in the Presbyterian 
church; yet he expresses himself in th: 
following manner, on Col. ii. 14, ¢ The 
whole of the law of Moses being abro- 
gated by Christ, Col. ii. 14, Christians 


are under no obligations to observe any 


of the Jewish holydays; not even the 


seventh-day Sabbath. Wherefore, it 
any teacher made the observance of 
the seventh day a necessary duty, the 
Colossians were to resist him. But 
though the brethren, in the first age, 
paid no regard to the Jewish seventh- 
day Sabbath, they set apart the first 
day of the week for public worship, 
and for commemorating the death and 
resurrection of their Master, by eating 
his supper on that day; also for pr- 
vate exercises of devotion. This they 
did, either by the precept or by the 
example of the Apostles, and not by 
virtue of any injunction in the law of 
Moses. Besides, they did not sanctify 
the first day of the week in the Jew- 
ish manner, by a total abstinence from 


bodily labour of every kind; that prac- 
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tice was condemned by the Council of 
Laodicea as Judaizing. Lec. Suicer 
Thes. Eccl. voce Sabbaton.’ 

« The Sabbath was, by the Lord 
of the Sabbath. set aside as well as 
every other part of the law of Moses, 
as stated in our last address ‘The 
Jearned Macknight is with us also in 
this instance. —His words on Col. u. 
14, ‘It is evident,’ says he, ‘ that the 
law of Moses, in all its parts, is now 
abolished and taken away. Conse- 
quently, that Christians are under no 
obligation to obey even the moral pre- 
cepts of that law, on account of their 
being delivered by Moses to the Jews. 
For if the obligations of the moral 
precepts of his law is still continued, 
mankind are still under its curse.’ I 
would just observe, on this item, that 
the Lord Jesus Christ observed the last 
Sabbath that was obligatory on any of 
the human race, by lying in the grave 
from evening to evening. In the silence 
of death and the grave he celebrated it 
literally, ‘not going out of his place’ 
until the Sabbath was past. ‘Then, 
very early in the morning, when the 
Sabbath was past, the Jewish religion 
being consummated, he rises and be- 
comes the beginning of the new cre- 
ation.’? 





_{The author proceeds to state that chris- 
tians, by apostolic example, are, in honour 
of the commencement of the new crea- 
ton, constrained to meet on the first day 
of the week, to commemorate his resurrec- 
tion, to be instructed, and to admonish 
one another, &c. This most certainly 
ought to be a free voluntary act, and no 
sword of the magistrate should be em- 
ployed to enforce observances which 


exclusively belong to the kingdom of 


Christ. } 





Any remarks which may be made here- 
after for this paper, respecting the Sab- 
bath, we would wish to be as concise as 
possible. In the meantime we would in- 
form our readers that a controversy on 
this very subject, a few years since, was 
carried on for some time in one of the 
daily papers of this city, which was after- 
wards published in a pamphlet, and may 
de had at No. 256 North Third Street. 
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For the Reformer. 


That custom has a powerful influence 
over the minds of the people, is a fact 
too notorious for contradiction; and 
that some of those customs and prac- 
tices which have so great an ascenden- 
cy in the present day, are ridiculous in 
the extreme, and highly unbecoming 
among professing Christians, must be 
admitted by every person of sober and 
candid reflection. 

One practice to which I allude in 
particular, which has long appeared to 
me to be incompatible with the spirit 
of Christianity, is that of collecting 
money during the time of worship; 
and which prevails almost universally 
in every religious denomination. This 
connecting of (what ought to be) holy 
with pecuniary affairs, is in no manner 
consistent with true worship and devo- 
tion. That portion of “ filthy lucre’”’ 
which might be wanted for defraying 
necessary expenses, could with much 
greater propriety be made up at their 
meetings of business, and not interrupt 
the services of devotion by the jingling 
of money. 


[From the New York Telescope. } 
NEW METHODIST MEETING-HOUSE. 


The Mcthodists have nearly comple- 
ted another meeting-house on Manhattan 
Island, attached to this city. 

Now we ask in the naine of reason, mer- 
cy, and compassion, if it would not have 
been far better for these high professors 
to have taken the money expended for 
this purpose and redeemed their poor 
brethren and sisters now suffering in the 
New York poor house. 

We repeat it, that those professors of 
religion, who thus treat the members of 
Christ’s mystical body, (and members of 
their own church) betray a greater want 
of true christian principle, than Turks or 
Heathens, whatever their pretensions to 


pure and undetiled religion may be. 





4 Mission Farm and House for sale. 


The Buffalo (N.Y.) Journal contains an 
advertisement, offcring for sale the Cata- 
raugus Mission Farm, with a large two 
story house and out buildings. ‘* The 
house,” says the advertisers, (A. Bryant, 
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** Rev.” Mr. Harris, missionary, and Wm. 
A. Thayer) “is commodious, and the situ- 
ation excellent for a TAVERN STAND.” “ Ex- 
cellent,” says a correspondent at Buffalo, 
** for a drunken Indian tayern.” 


John Randolph, in a late speech before 


“the Senate of the United States, touches 


upon what he calls ‘* politico-religious fa- 
naticism, which,” says he, ‘*1 am sorry to 
see has pervaded, or is pervading, all this 
country, and has insinuated itself where- 
ever it can, to the disturbance of the pub- 
be peace, the loosening of the key-stone 
of this Constitution, and the undermining 
the foundation on which the ark of our 
Union rests.” 





(From the Gospel .Jdvocate.} 


HABIT. 


The man who never heard a clock, 
If placed within its power, 

May be disturb’d by every knock, 
Which tells a finish’d hour. 


But when accustom’d to the sound, 
He quietly can sleep; 

He hears, but not a trace is found, 
For Memory to keep. 


So ’tis with danger and with crime, 
The mind recoils at first, 

But Habit may in course of time 
All bands of terror burst. 


By Habit, men may rush on death, 
And practise every wrong, 

Defy the Lord who keeps their breath, 
Make crimes and woes their song. 


rhus they can learn to fight and kill 
In ducls or in wars, 

And fancy they God’s laws fulfil, 
By deeds which heaven abhors. 





[From a late French paper. } 

The spirit of revolt in Spain is every 
where ripe, and requires only some im- 
mediate cause to bring it into action. The 
populace are starving, and at Madrid the 
price of bread had risen so much as to 
cause a general commotion; the troops 
were called out, and were about to fire 
on the people, when the king interfered, 
and promised to see the wrongs of the 
latter redressed. In consequence of this 
assurance the crowds dispersed—but it 
was apprehended that they would renew 
their clamours, as Ferdinand had neglect- 
ed to fulfil his word. The roads were 
swarming with banditti. In the early part 
i this month, .they attacked the Cadiz 
jiligence, and killed the greatcr part of 
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The German journals contain the fs) 
lowing article: 

*“On Dec. 1, the day of the Empero: 
Alexander’s death, at 5 o’clock in the af. 
ternoon, there was observed at Berlin a 
ball of fire as large as the full moon which 
agitated itself in the sky. Its light wa, 
dull, and of a reddish hue. It did no: 
change its place, but after a few secone. 
suddenly disappeared, without leaving 
any trace behind it. This phenomenor, 
made a deep impression upon the peopl. 
of the Prussian capital, who regard it a: 
an ill omen.” 

A late census gives to Russia a popula. 
tion of fifty-two millions of souls. 


Persecution in Switzerland—acain. 


We noticed some time since the perse 
cution in Switzerland by the Protestants 
We now learn that four ministers who 
are also Protestants, have Been banished 
that country for no other crime excep 
that of being more pious than their pe 
secutors. The account given of one o: 
these is as follows—‘* An information wa: 
lodged against him, for holding an unlaw. 
ful religious mecting. A police office 
was sent to search the house; he could 
discover nothing on which to ground « 
prosecution. This pious minister then in. 
troduced the officer into his parlour,where 
was sitting his wife, a friend with his two 
sisters, and another young lady; a Bible 
lay open on the table, and he avowed 
that he had been reading and comment 
ing upon it, in this little circle of visitor 
The prosecution was set on foot; the ob- 
ject of it was, as usual, subject to great 
expense, examined with tedious and tor- 
turing interrogations, and condemned to 
be banished for three years. He appealed 
against the sentence; and it was reduced 
by the higher court to one year.” 

The Corresponding Committee appoint: 
ed by the Svnod of Albany, on the sancti- 
fication of the Lord’s day, have offered 
one hundred dollars for the best original es- 
suv **On the Institution of the Sabbath.” 





*.* A Virginian,” and * A. P. 8.” 
both intended for this number, are neces 
sarily deferred till our next. * w.” and 
** Believe not every spirit,” are received. 
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The Reformer is printed on the first of each 
month, at one dollar a year. Letters to be ad- 
dressed and payment made, to T. R. GATE 
Proprietor and principal Editor,No. 29°, Nort 
Third’ Street, Philadelphia. Numbers can be 
supplied from the commencement of the wor k. 





